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Golden Impressions, d/b/a Clarkson Jewelers (“Clarkson”) appeals from the judgment of 

the trial court denying its petition to return a pair of Rolex watches that Vincent’s Jewelers 

("Vincent’s”) bought from Joseph Perou the day after Perou had bought the watches from 

Clarkson with a bad check.  Clarkson argues that Vincent’s acted as a “pawnbroker” under 

section 367.011(3) when it purchased the watches from Perou and, therefore, Vincent’s was 

obligated under section 367.044 to return the “misappropriated” watches.  We find, however, 

that Vincent’s did not act as a pawnbroker and is under no obligation to return the watches to 

Clarkson. 

 

AFFIRMED. 

DIVISION THREE HOLDS:  The trial court did not err in denying Clarkson’s motion to 

return the pair of Rolex watches because Vincent’s was not a “pawnbroker”—it did not agree to 

allow the redemption or repurchase of the watches for a fixed price within a fixed period of time.  

Instead, Vincent’s bought the watches from Perou outright and was free to resell them to anyone 

at any time.  Further, Vincent’s is not entitled to an award of attorney’s fees. 
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